
How will IBAs help Birds?
The IBA Program helps birds by setting science-based priorities for habitat conservation
and promoting positive action to safeguard vital bird habitats.

By focusing attention on the most essential and VUlnerable areas, the IBA Program helps
to promote proactive habitat conservation. The information gathered in the process of
identifying IBAs informs land-use planning and resource management decisions so that
birds and their habitat needs are taken into account. This information is then summarized
in a report or publication which informs statewide conservation planning.

IBAs are a natural focus of volunteer, citizen scientist monitoring projects, which can
lead to positive local stewardship and advocacy. Identification of a site as an iliA is both
a tool for assisting private landowners and public land managers and a rationale for
preserving habitat from threats. Most importantly, the IBA program is a starting point for
site-:v,ased conservatiQn planning, involving stakeholders in a process that takes all
interests into account.

\
Priorities
Important Bird Areas have been used as a basis for public land purchases using state open
space funds. In Pennsylvania, mAs automatically get 15 points out of 100 added to their
priority ranking for public purchase. In other words mAs are often associated with higher
real estate value.

BraDford IBAs
Connecticut's Important Bird Area program began in 1998. IBAs have been placed into
three categories.

.

.
Ten areas that will be announced publicly this fall (2001).
Sites that require additional infonnation such as mapping and/or boundary issues
and landowner identification.
More complex sites which require more mapping and analysis work to detennine
boundaries, or sites with multiple owners.

.

Branford and Guilford each have two potential mAs. The unique geographic location of
Branford lends to a wide variety of bird species that nest here or migrate through.
Branford does not cc;>ntain an IBA at this time because more preparation work needs to be
completed; however this does not mean that the bird habit in Branford is any less critical
than those already nominated, they may simply be more complex.

Below is a list of some of the birds in Branford that make it a likely candidate for two
mAs.

Bird Concerns with respect to the Islander East Pipeline Proposal
Page 2 of 4
October 2001



.....

Scoter
Tern
Great Scoup
Migratory Birds

..........

Wood Thrush
Catbird
GreyCrested
Flycatcher
PeeWee
Various types of
Warblers
Eastern Towhee

......

Osprey
Egret-Snowy,
Great
Heron -Great Blue,
Green
Black Rail
Clapper Rail
Tern -Roseate,
Common
Saltmarsh-Sharp
Tail Sparrow
Marsh-Seaside
Sparrow
Willet
Northern Harrier
ArnericanBlack
Duck

The particular pipeline proposal raises several problems with respect to birds living in or
migrating through Branford.

Pipeline construction calls for clear-cutting which raises concern of habitat destruction
immediately and long-tenn concerns about fragmentation. Scientists are only beginning
to understand the consequences of breaking up large tracks of habitat into smaller and
more separate pieces of land. We as humans may not see the difference between one side
of a clear-cut and the other; however animals are tied directly to the land and subtle
changes to us, may be complete habitat destruction to them. It is also important to note
that habitats are not solely the place in which the bird has a nest or shelter but rather
where is gets everything it needs to live including food.

,

More research needs to be done before anyone can say this type of construction project
wouldn't effect our local and transient bird species.

The Marsh specific birds will also be impacted in a similar way by the proposed pipeline.
In addition to the general clear-cutting lose of habitat issue, within the marsh there is the
secondary concern of erosion leading to even further habitat destruction. If the marsh
erodes due to the construction process or the maintenance of the proposed pipeline this
aggravates the problem by potentially reducing the number of fiddler crabs in the area.
Fiddler crabs serve as food for many shoreline birds.
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Another problem the proposed pipeline creates is the release of Copper into the waters off
Long Island Sound. Copper is a Biocide. If the proposed pipeline passes and the Sound is
dredged Copper, currently buried in the sediment will be stirred-up and become
suspended. The Copper is then ingested by any filter-feeder including oysters, clams,
sponges, etc. The bottom of the food-chain is made up of many of these filter-feeders. As
we learned from DDT, Mercury, and PCBs when the bottom of the food-chain ingest this
type of toxin it bioaccumulates when eaten by predatory animals and bioaccumulates
further each time it moves up the food-chain.

~

However, at this time we do not know what the effects of high levels of Copper would
have on shoreline birds..
In closing, in the past 10-15 years the shoreline has seen a tremendous resurgence of
diversity in its bird populations. This is a time when Branford can position itself as an
ideal place to live or vacation due to the quality of life and diversity of environment. A
pipeline'such as the one proposed by Islander East will not help the people, economy, or
wildlife of Branford for this reason we oppose all three pipeline routes.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
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[Main Page] lO7th Congress
The Marine Mammal Protection Act

The Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) was enacted
in 1972 for the purpose of ensuring that marine
mammals are maintained at, or in some cases restored
to, healthy population levels. The original Act
established a moratorium on the taking (under MMPA,
"take" is defined as "to harass, hunt, capture, or
kill or attempt to harass, hunt, capture, or kill
any marine mammal") or importing of marine mammals
except for certain activities which are regulated
and permitted. These activities
include scientific research, public display, and the
incidental take of marine mammals in the course of
commercial fishing operations.

Under the MMPA, jurisdiction over marine mammals
under the MMPA is split between two agencies, the
U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National
Marine Fisheries Service. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (F&WS) has jurisdiction over sea otters,
polar bears, manatees, dugongs, and walrus while the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has
jurisdiction over all other marine mammals.

Due to a lawsuit which effectively prevented the
issuance of permits to incidentally take marine
mammals in the course of commercial fishing
operations, the Congress amended the MMPA in 1988 to
establish a five-year interim exemption for
commercial fishing operatio~s (with the exception of
yellowfin tuna fishing). During this period, the
NMFS was to establish a management program to govern
the interaction between commercial fishing
operations and marine mammals. That exemption
expired on October 1, 1993, but has twice been
extended by temporary measures.

During the interim exemption period, NMFS developed
a three-tiered fishery classification system based
on each fishery's level of interaction with marinemammals. 

Category I fisheries were defined as those
in which it is highly likely that one marine mammal
will be taken by a randomly selected
vessel during a 20-day period. A Category II fishery
is one in which there is some likelihood of taking
one marine mammal during a 20-day period, and a'
Category III fishery is one in which it is highly
unlikely that any marine mammal will be taken during
a 20-day period.

The proposal required fishing vessel owners to
register their vessels operating in either Category



~
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In 1994, in an effort to end this continuing debate,
Congress reauthorized the MMPA (P.L. 103-238) and
made a number of changes to the Act. Section 117
requires that marine mammal
stock assessments be prepared to provide the
necessary scientific basis for the new incidental
take regime. This section also requires that the
assessments include information on the Sources and
levels of human-caused mortality and serious injury,
and identify strategic stocks for which take
reduction
plans are needed.



""

September 30, 1999, Members of the House Resources
Committee will have an opportunity to examine how
the 1994 amendments to the Marine Mammal Protection
Act have been implemented by the National Marine
Fisheries Service and the Fish and Wildlife Service
and to begin discussion which will lead to the
reauthorization of the Act this year. --narrative
courtesy of the House Resources Committee

When they become available, introduced versions of
the Marine Mammal Protection Act Reauthorization for
the lO7th Congress will be posted here.

The Informer is a publication of the NOAA Office of
Legislative Affairs.
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Marine Manunal Protection Act of 19WZ,'*

~~~~,..,~",,+~'t Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407, P.L. 92-522,

October 21, 1972, 86 Stat. 1027) as amended by P.L. 94-265, April 13,

1976, 90 Stat. 360; P.L. 95-316, July 10; 1978, 92 Stat. 380; P.L. 97-58,

October 9, 1981, 95 Stat. 979; P.L;\98""364, July 17, 1984, 98 Stat. 440;

P.L. 99-659, November 14, 1986, 100 Stati3706; P.L. 100-711, Nove~er 23,

1988, 102 Stat. 4755; P.L. 101-62.7, November 28, 1990, 100 Stat. 4465; P.L.

102-567, October 29, 1992, 106 Stat; 4284; P.L.. 103-238, 3, April 30, 1994,

108 Stat. 532; P.L. 105-18, June 12, L997"lll Stat. 187; and P.L. 105-42,

August 15, 1997, 111 Stat. 1125

The 1972 Marine Mammal Protection Act established a Federal responsibility
to conserve marine mammals with management vested in the Department of
Interior for sea otter, walrus, polar bear, dugong, and manatee. The
Department of Commerce is responsible for cetaceans and pinnipeds, other
than the walrus. Yo

With certain specified exceptions, the Act establishes a moratorium on the
taking and importation of marine mammals as well as products taken from
them, and establishes procedures for waiving the moratorium and
transferring management responsibility to the States.

The law authorized the establishment of a Marine Mammal Commission with
specific advisory and research duties.

Annual reports to Congress by the Departments of Interior and Commerce and
the Marine Mammal Commission are mandated.

The 1972 law exempted Indians, Aleut, and Eskimos (who dwell on the coast
of the North Pacific Ocean) from the moratorium on taking provided that
taking was conducted for the sake of subsistence or for the purpose of
creating and selling authentic native articles of handicraft and clothing
In addition, the law stipulated conditions under which the Secretaries of
Commerce and Interior could issue permits to take marine mammals for the
sake of public display and scientific research.

The 1976 amendments (P.L. 94-265) clarified the offshore jurisdiction of
the statute as the 200-mile Exclusive Economic Zone.

The 1978 amendments (P.L. 95-316) extended the original 5-year
authorization through FY 1981.

Amendments enacted in 1981 (P.L. 97-58) established conditions for permits
to be granted to take marine mammals "incidentally" in the course of
commercial fishing. In addition, the amendments provided additional
conditions and procedures for transferring management authority to the
States, and authorized appropriations through FY 1984.

The 1984 amendments (P.L. 98-364) established conditions to be satisfied as
a basis for importing fish and fish products from nations engaged in





fiscal year 1999 and makes the following updates:

* clarifies that the Secretary (of Commerce) has the authority to

protect essential marine mammal habitat;

* amends the moratorium and exceptions provisions to allow permits for

photography for educational purposes and import of polar bear trophy
taken from populations legally harvested before enactment of the law,
April 30, 1994;

* allows u.s. citizens to apply for authorization to take small numbers
of marine mammals by harassment;

* allows fishermen to take small numbers of marine mammals listed as
threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act;

* allows the importation of certain marine mammal products under special

circumstances;

* clarifies the Secretary's role to issue permits for public display and

research;

* sets clear guidelines for when the Fish and Wildlife Service can issue
permits to import polar bear trophy into the U.S. from Canada.
Establishes guidelines for the permit process and limits importation
to bears taken before enactment of the amendments from healthy
populations;

* allows monies from the Fund to be used for maintaining captive marine
mammals seized under special circumstances;

* requires the Secretary of the Interior to review the Agreement for the
Conservation of Polar Bears to try to halt the decline of polar bear
populations in Russia and Alaska;

* creates a new program to manage incidental takes of marine mammals in
the course of commercial fishing operations;

* makes it clear that incidental take of southern sea otters is
regulated under P.L. 99-625;

* establishes independent scientific review groups for Alaska, the
Pacific Coast, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic Coast to advise
the Secretary of Commerce on managing incidental take of marine
mammals by commercial fishermen;

* requires stock assessments of marine mammals incidentally taken in
commercial fisheries;

* establishes take reduction teams for strategic stocks;

* prescribes emergency regulations to reduce the level of marine mammal
take in the event that the take has a significant impact on a stock;

* requires commercial fishing vessels to report marine mammal take to
the Secretary of Commerce and establishes a program to monitor
incidental lethal take;
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Carol R. Lemmon
12 Coachman Drive
Branford, CT 06405

10 October, 2001

I am speaking tonight as a certified inland wetland commissioner in the town of
Branford.

In addition, I am employed as the Deputy State Entomologist at the Connecticut
Agricultural Experiment Station and am currently, vi,ce president of the
Connecticut Botanical So~iety, former treasurer and 30 year member of The New
Haven Bird Club, board member of CT Ornithlogical Association, member of
Citizens of Branfords Environment, vice-president and co-founder of CT Butterfly
Association, which additionally supports the preservation of Dragonflies, member

, of the CT Herpetological League, member of State of Connecticut Invasive Plant
Work Group, and advisor to The Branford Land ,Trust.

This is a brief oral report to the Blue Ribbon Commission, which will be followed
with a more detailed written report as I have not had enough time to cover all of
the issues I wish to address.

First of all, I am appalled at the blatant disregard for our town's natural resources,
especially our non-renewable inland wetlands, contained in Islander's Easfs
application to the State Siting Council. These objections include, but are not
limited to, the failure to provide a plan of environmental mitigation to protect
these fragile ecosystems and wildlife species that occur along the Tilcon railroad.

Three of the pipeline crossings are absolutely unacceptable, as they would
destroy high quality fragile wetland ecosystems consisting of wetland shrub
swamps, vernal pools and forested wetlands with flowing watercourses.

The first of these proposed crossings occurs just north of Pleasant Point Road,
east of the trac~~sL in a large red .map~e-tupelo forested swamp. with numerous
tree buttresses often 2 to 3 feet In height to accommodate seasonal flooding.
Sphagnum moss often occurred on the roots at this height, indicating long
periods of standing water. Many large depressions contained gray-stained
leaves that are indicative of vernal pools. ,On the west side of the tracks, the
grassy strip that borders the woodlands is 30-40 feet from the rail line. This
wooded area is not a wetland area was not even considered as a feasible and
prudent alternative.

2. The second unacceptable proposed wetland infringement is at the midpoint
between Route 146 and Gould Lane, on the west side of the track. This wetland
occurs ajacent to the railroad track. On Sunday October 7, 2001, I observed
pools of standing water of more than 1 % feet deep and flowing watercourses of



American Kestral Hawks, seen on many Christmas counts near the Tilcon RR
corridor near route 139.

Screech Owls 2 pairs nested last year, one south of the railroad track at
Pleasant Point Road and 1 pair approximately 300 yards north of the tracks from
route 146.

Species of soecial concern Red-:Shouldered Hawk nested in spring of 2001 in

the vicinity of the Tilcon tracks and Pleasant Point Road.



SDecies of SDecial Concem, Sharp-tailed Sparrow, 5 birds feeding a few yards
north of the Goss property.

SDecies of SDecial Concern, Eastern Box Turtle, in uplands on the Goss

property.

Threatened Species, Cooper Hawk pair nested south of Pleasant Point Road
spring of 2001, frequently observed hunting.

Threatened Species, Snowy Egret, seen using pond at the Goss property pond.

Threatened Species, Least Bittern, seen yearly during migration in the salt
marsh across from the Goss property.

Endanaered Species, King Rail hybridizing with Clapper rail, nest 2001 seen in -

, the salt marsh across from Goss property.
Also,
SDecies of SDecial Concern, Eastern Box Turtle, in uplands on the Goss
property .

This green corridor is a migratory route for species moving south for the winter
and acts a stopover for exhausted northern migrants. On my visit October 7th, I
saw the first of the northern species that move into these refuges in great
numbers, for the winter. They were Northern Juncos, White Throated Sparrows,
and Brown Creepers. Species moving south were Phoebes, Blue Jays, Flickers,
Coopers Hawks, Red Shouldered Hawks, Yellow-rumped warblers, Common
yellow-throats, and Yellow warblers. Some of these migrants remain and feed
during mild winters. Other migrants moving south along the corridor, included
Monarch Butterflies, Red Admiral butterflies and 4 species of dragonflies.

Islander East states in the Siting council report that it plans to do the cutting of a
50' corridor of uplands and a 30' corridor of inland wetlands during the wet spring
season and during migration and nesting season. This is unacceptable. The
Branford Inland Wetland Commission often requires any Inland Wetland work to
be done in the month of August when there will be the least amount of damage to

these fragile ecosystems.

Islander East has failed to provide an environmental impact study to the town of
Branford, to the Conservation Commission and to the Inland Wetlands
Commission that would determine the environmental impingement of our fragile
ecosystems, and especially to Endangered, Threatened or Species of Special

Concern.

Many developers of wetlands choose July and August to determine wetland
species. This is inadequate and not acceptable as it does not consider the
spring ephemeral plant species nor the vernal pool salamanders and frogs of



which seven species in Connecticut are Endangered, Threatened, or Species of
Special Concern..
My written report will cover topics of concern such as mulches, hydrostatic
testing, invasive species, hydrology in swamps, soil removal and chip removal,
use of non native species such as rye grass in wetlands, lack of feasible and
prudent alternatives, non essential equipment, training of the Environmental
Inspector, and the adoption of the current Branford Inland Wetland regulations.

In summary, would like to suggest several feasible and prudent alternatives.

The number 1 feasible and prudent alternative is find another route, ideally
through Milford, as it is already an energy route that crosses Long Island Sound.

Avoid all wetlands by crossing over the tracks if there is a non wetland alternative
route.

Plan to have someone walk theses routes as opposed to flying over, it can be
done twice a week in about 1 and % hours across Branford. In these days since
the terrorists attacks, even as a state agency" I could not use a plane for insed ,
damage observation for a period of 2 1/2 weeks after the September attack
because it was not a state emergency.
With the threat of terrorist attacks, damage to gas pip lines under 1- 95 and'
Amtack rail lines would effectively cut New England off from the rest of the United
States. As a frequent flier in Cessna planes 500 feet up, very little sabotage
damage in progress can be seen even with a 10x binoculars from that distance.
A great deal can be seen by walking over the actual buried pipeline. In national
emergencies small non vital private planes may be grounded for months at a
time. This would be unacceptaQle not to have this pipeline examined routinely
especially during national emergencies, where it should be done more
frequently.

A walking route could limit all inland wetland canopy openings to about 5 feet. If
it the top two feet of fill over the buried pipe were granite dust, (sold by Tilcon)
this would provide an inert, weed free, non floating, non decaying, solid walking
area and allow the movement of water through out it. Trails could be placed
immediately 25 feet off the rail line and often up against ledges which would save
money and precious habitat from blasting. My crew, at my state agency, have
snow shoes and work year around in the forest Mail carriers routinely work in all
weathers. Walking trails are more visually efficient, less costly, and conserve
energy, and save precious refuges..

In addition, I propose that a walking trail be cut into the freshwater Phragmites
across the tracks fro~ ttle" ~oss Property. If this pathway was 5 feet wide and a
minimum of two feetwer~ granite dust, and the operation was completed in the
winter months when frozen, I don't see any serious detrimental effects to that
environrnent~ The Goss propertY is a classic Oak-Hickory Community with



mature trees and acts as a green cOrridor for wildlife. A fifty foot cut through the
center, as some areas are only 250 feet wide, would fragment it to the point it
would have no value for bird nesting or wildlife breeding. That now functioning
land preserve serves many species of wildlife.. A 50 foot swathe through it would
create 4 edges and create a hostile environment for nesting and breeding
species. In addition, invasive species that now only occur on the edge near the
railroad line, since they are shaded out by a heavy mature canopy would quickly
become monocultures in an open canopy.

will ~cover more of these topic in detail in my written report.

Very truly yours,

c... ~ P ~.s.#M...trY.,-
Carol R. Lemmon

I'
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Sparrows of the Sal1
Written by Paul Fusco, Public Awarenl

Connecticut's shoreline tidal
marshes are home to two inconspicu-
ous species of sparrows during spring
and summer. At this time of year, both
birds are carrying out their breeding
cycle in Connecticut's salt marshes.
Each will nest in the marsh, just out of
reach of the highest ti.des, in an
attempt to raise four or five young.
The birds will need to remain secretive
in order to avoid such marsh predators
as raccoons,: gulls and herons.

The salt marsh is the only habitat
used by these birds. The two birds are
the saltmarsh sharp-tailed .sparrow
(Ammodramus caudacutus) and its
close relative, $e seaside sparrow (A.
maritimus). .~

These 'sparrows' heavy dependence
on the salt marsh has led to significant
population declines for both species
over the last century as development
pressures have destroyed much of
Connecticut's original silt marsh
habitat. TOday, smaller populations -of
these once abundant spaxrows can still
be found in the remaining salt marshes
of our state.

Lying in the middle of the saltmarsh sharp-tailed sparrow's restricted breeding range, Connecticut
plays a significant role in the conservation of this small bird.

July/8 Connecticut Wildlife

: Marshess 

Program

Saltmarsh Sharp-tailed Sparrow
The saltmarsh sharp-tailed sparrow

is a small brown and buff-colored bird
with a streaked breast and dark crown.
It is identified by a broad yellow-
orange triangle on the sides of the
head which surround a gray ear patch.

This uncommon to locally common
species inhabits the drier portions of
the salt marsh, preferring saltmeadow
cordgrass areas in the "high marsh"
zone. This sparrow is a skulker,
seldom flying up from the ground.
~d. when it does, it usually flies only
a short distance before coming back
dr;>wn into' the grass. It can sometinles
be; seen running mouse-like through
matted clumps of grass as it forages
for food or hides from a predator.

Although the saltIriarsh sharp-
tailed sparrow OCCIU'S' at higher
population densities than the seaside
sparrow, it is considered to be at
slightly higher risk because of its
much more restricted breeding range.
The entire breeding range of the
saltmarsh sharp-tailed sp~w is
along the northeast coast of the United
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~o, What Good Is a Salt Marsh?
.ren't they just smelly, mosquito-infested wastelands with no
conomic value?
lot so.
,alt marshes are one of the most productive and important of all
cosystems. They serve as buffers, protecting developed shoreline
reas from storm surges and flooding. They purify water by filtering
ut excess nutrients and pollutants that would otherwise cause
rater quality problems in Long Island Sound. They are incredibly
roductive nurseries, providing spawning and rearing areas for
lost of the shellfish and seafood that are harvested for human
onsumption, like clams, bluefish, flounder and many others. They
re the habitat for many endangered and threatened species,
Icluding 27 state-listed vertebrate wildlife species just in
onnecticut. They are also invaluable recreation areas for hunters,
nglers, bird watchers, canoeists, photographers, artists, educators
nd naturalists.

1St 2001
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.known as a vaca!ion spot dw:ingthe

cold .winter months, out for one group of
marine man1mals, LIS has been growing
in P9pulapty as a greitt place to {;atc;h

,some rays in" the off-seas,o!1c' S~als, m9st
commonly harbor seals:and hooded seals.,
are showing up on rocky islands and
outcrops in the Sound.from'late
December to April. S<;rentists
speculate that the increase in. '

the LIS. !!eal
popl1lat,ion
may be a ,
result of
i.1'nproved '
wate:r '-:
quality in the
Sound and diminished fish stocks in thewaters off the ,New Englandcoa,st-.' ,

TheseseaIs spend most ,of their lives
in tlie North Atlantic, migrating south to '

the wa~eC$ -off the northeastern and niid-
At!aJ:lti~ states during December and.
January. Twoofthec,more favorite .',haul
out' sites are Great Gull rsland, oft the
'north fork' tip' of Long Jsland, ,and the
Norwalk Islands offshore of Norwalk..
About 4,000 qf these federaI1y protected
animals winter tliroughout LIS before, .
returning to spring breeding grounds off
the coasts of Maine and Canada,

CoUnts of seals ~ the"Sound
beginning in the mid-l 970s found a slow,
steady increas.e ill,the population, almost
~l'of the~ harbor seals. Since 1993 a'
sharp rise in their numbers has been

t~"" .' " , " .,.-;"-:---'--

Connecticut Coastal Access _Guide
" Newly Revised and Updated -~.et Yours Today

T h~ Connecticut Coastal Access Guide has been revised "and updated fo
new 2ridedition6fthis popular,publication includes 16 new coastal ac

an" easy-to-use" map. bringing the total number of coa.,twide access sites to
Guide describes sites where'the public can fish. s',.'-:im, hike, birdwatch, or
Coniiecticut~s scenic.and working cOastline."New phorograph~.~ighlig'.1t a
sites. while. inf°nt:1ative facts about Conrie~tic"ut's coasral environment and
remain. For a free copy of the Comiecticut Coastal Access Guide. cali eith
Qftice of Long Island Sound Programs at 860-"424-3034 or the DEP Store
3692, or e-mail us at coastal.access@po.state.ct.~.

us P1ate ~on~y (c~tjl:tued) ,

Projects completed withLicen~Plate

fundi~g incluaepublication of the

Connecticut ,Coastal Access Guide,
creation of kayak trails on the lower

Conne.cticur River, arid planting of beach
grass coastwide for stabilization arid '
resto:rntion of sand dunes- '

Information and order forms for

p\lrchasing LIS license plates can be,

obtain~d by calling 1-8~-CTSOUND or
by writing to Long Islani:! License Plate- -:---: : " 60 State Street, Weth~rst:ierd.. CT 06161 ~ ! If you ~i.d no,t receive th!~ issue of Sound Outlook in the mail and would like to be I

6001. For more infonnation about the ! the mailing list. please fill out below and mail to: Sound Outlook. CT DEP; Office of
program. please contact the Long Island ! Program~. 79 Elm Street. Hartf.ord. CT 06106-5127: or e-mail your address to lauriSound Fund Coo~dinator~ Kate Hughes. ! mak?~Skl@po,state,ct,us. '

at (860) 424-3034. bye-mail at ! Name:, 'I .kate.~ughes@~.s~te.ct.us. or visit our j Address:: -' ,

webslteat , .j'Town. .'. S ' ...
~'Ww.dep.state.ct.uslolisp/licplate.htm, i.-' ..tate: Zlp.-

~ A NEWSLETTER Of CT DEP .' .:

..

~IS Gets Seal of Approval

observed. ~nd sin~e 1997 three other
: species. the gray. harp, arid hooded seals:

have.been sighted. Seiils are also
~. rrii~cing further west intO: the Sound.,° Ten years 'ago seals. wereorarelyseen in

the Norwalk lslaitds: now about '60 are
:., regularly sigptedthere annually.,

-A collaborative loitg-termseal survey'
; : 0' ~was begun in 1998 by

, Long'Island

University's
SoutharnptQn

College.
the.
Coastal

Research. ,and' .'
#arbor Seal Education'

Societ}- of Long Is~and; and the N orwa1k
Maritime Aq~ariuP1o P!U1ial: fundingJor
this project, waS provided through a graut
from .theCTDEPLI~ License Plate
'research fwld. It is anticipated that
further datawi!iconfi:rm a positive trend .

in the abundance ofwiflteriMsea1
.~

pop!llatiofls in -the Sound.
Whatever the reason, seats seem

to be giving their approval to L~ng
ls1and Sou~d.aS apiace oto sp~nd the
winter, interested readers may v.isit the
Norwa1kMaritime Aquarium 'website at
w~w .marl timeaq uarium.drg/ study-
cruise.html andothe Mystic Aquariwn
website at www.mysticaquarium.org
for information on seal, watch cruises
and seal rescue and reha~ilit:ation '
activitieso


